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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,2, 4-7, 9-13 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Dieckmann (6,427,111). 

Dieckmann discloses a device for automated safe distance control of a motor 
vehicle, the device comprising: means (20 and 21 ) for detecting objects and traffic users 
ahead of the equipped vehicle within a sensed area (figure 1) originating from the 
means for sensing; means (22) for determining in an evaluation unit the positions and 
speeds of the detected objects and traffic users to produce control parameters to 
operate servo means (23 and 30) for braking of the vehicle; means (column 2, lines 31 
to 35) in addition to the object data for determining information from a navigation 
system describing the ahead-lying layout of the road traversed; and means (column 2, 
lines 1 6 and 1 7 for determining when a user of a conventional vehicle is encroaching 
(changing) to the lane of the equipped vehicle. 

The structure recited above reads on claim 1 . 

Claim 2 is taught by column 3, line 21 . 

Claims 4-7 and 9-1 1 read on the structure of Dieckmann performing the process 
of collision avoidance. 
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Claims 12, 13 and 16 read on the structure of Dieckmann applied to claims 1, 2, 
4-7 and 9-11. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3, 8, 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dieckmann. 

Column 2, lines 31 to 35 of Deickmann teach the skilled artisan that known 
means for providing digital map data be used, thus rendering claims 3 and 14 obvious. 

Figure 1 of Deickmann teaches that a wide field of view is desirable for the 
sensor system. Dieckmann also teaches the detection of vehicles that are encroaching 
the equipped vehicle lane of travel. It would have been obvious to have covered blind 
spots when seeking to detect vehicle encroachment from outside of the drivers field of 
view, thus producing claims 8 and 15. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The references cited show the level of skill in the art. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Mark Hellner at 
telephone number 571 272 6981 . /Mark Hellner/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3663 
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